CHINON    TO    BLOIS
The king (begins the document) has shown praise-
worthy caution for insisting on proof of (i) Joan's
morals and (2) the divine origin of her mission; both
have been strictly required. In regard to the first she
has passed the tests triumphantly: so far as human
prudence can determine, after close observation of her
conduct and her words for six weeks no evil can be
found in her, only piety, honesty, simplicity, chastity
(by test) and humility (which it must have taken a lot
of Christian charity on the part of the examiners to
discern).
The proof with regard to the second point seems less
satisfactory. True, "marvellous things are told of her
birth and early life" but they are only hearsay. And her
refusal to give a sign on the heavenly origin of her mission
was distinctly awkward, since it was well known that
the devil's agents were capable of assuming exteriors
quite as misleading as hers. Her refusal, moreover, was
a defiance of Biblical precedence: Gideon had demanded
a sign and God had expressly ordered Ahab to ask for
one. Luckily someone recalled the words of Gamaliel
at the council of the Jews regarding the apostles, "if this
work be of men it will come to naught: but if it be of
God ye cannot overthrow it, lest haply ye be found to
fight even against God." But even if Gamaliel balanced
both Gideon and Ahab and the sign could be legally
dispensed with there was still the possibility that an
erroneous decision might plunge the whole realm into
the toils of Satan. The perplexed theologians, finding
no answer in their own science, gave it up and voted for
Joan "in view of the great need and danger of the
kingdom." It looks very much as if theology had
abdicated in favour of expediency; unfortunately for
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